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Sir: 

In reply to the Office Action dated March 27, 2006, requesting an election of one 
invention to prosecute in the above-referenced patent application, Applicants hereby 
provisionally elect to prosecute the invention of Group I, represented by claims 1-27 . This 
election is made without prejudice to or disclaimer of the other claims or inventions 
disclosed. 

The Examiner indicated that Applicants must elect a single species of adventitious 
agents or toxins of claims 8, 9, and 11-14, and a single species of samples of claims 10 and 
1 8-24. In reply, Applicants hereby provisionally elect the following species: 

• Adventitious agent: animal viruses (as recited in claim 8). Claims 1-8, 10-13 
and 15-27 read on the elected species of adventitious agent. 

• Sample: animal culture medium (as recited in claim 20). Claims 1-18, 20 
and 27 read on the elected species of sample. 



These elections are made with traverse. 
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A requirement for restriction is proper only if a search and examination of the entire 
application would impose a serious burden on the Examiner. See M.P.E.P. § 803. 
Applicants submit that searching and examining all of the claimed subject matter would not 
impose a serious burden on the Examiner. For example, a search of the subject matter of 
group I (methods for reducing adventitious agents or toxins in a sample) would likely be 
coextensive with a search of the subject matter of group II (methods for reducing or 
substantially reducing adventitious agents or one or more toxins in a sample). Thus, 
Applicants respectfully request that the restriction requirement be reconsidered and 
withdrawn. 

With respect to the election of species requirement, Applicants respectfully remind 
the Examiner that, upon allowance of a generic claim, Applicants will be entitled to 
consideration of claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or 
otherwise include all of the limitations of the allowed generic claim. 

It is not believed that extensions of time are required beyond those that may 
otherwise be provided for in accompanying documents. However, if additional extensions of 
time are necessary to prevent abandonment of this application, then such extensions of time 
are hereby petitioned under 37 C.F.R. §1.1 36(a), and any fees required therefor are hereby 
authorized to be charged to our Deposit Account No. 19-0036. 
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Consideration and allowance of all pending claims are respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Sterne, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox p.l.l.c. 
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